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TITLE I f ESEA 1974-75
Function # B/E 09-59635

EVALUATION OF THE CREATIVE READING PROGRAM

AT THE CHILDREN'S ART CARNIVAL

I. THE PROGRAM

The Creative Reading Prog-am for the Children's Art Carnival

has-as. its purpose the-teaching- of reading and other communication

skills by using the aesthetic experi nce as the foundation-of

reading-language 'instruction.. The Carnival provides a highlY

individual zed reading program which relates to each child's

developmental pattern as it is revealed in art workshops to a

reading plan especially designed for the student. Children who

are involved in a personally expressive program in the arts are

often motivated to communicate and-to seek information from the

written word. The workshops include painting, print making,

puppetry, sculpture and animated film making. Reading activities,

.books and newspapers are built around the art' activity of each

child.

Th& Subjects in the og-am: One hundred eigtty 180)

Title I 'eligible children in grades 2-4 (ages 7 to 10) reading

one to two years below grade level we7eselectedto pa ticipate

in the program. A classroom teacher accompanied the.students to

and-from the- program which met on Mondays and Wednesdays for 12

weeks. A Prescriptive Reading Inventory ( cGraw Hill) and the

-_Metropoli an Achievement.Test .Ne- York City__Reading_Test)- were-



used for selection of the students, along with recommendations

of the--teacher the guidance-counselors, the-principais and

parents. Children were able to be drawn-from any one of the Title

districts in New York City. Enrollment was voluntary on the part

of the teacher.

Particinant Staff: The staff for the program included one

teacher aSiigned as -a coordinator, and two reading impr- vement

teachers who worked two days a week at the Carnival Center and

three dayS each at the school--site. On-all-occasions, the readinc

_provement teachers and-the coordinating teacher were actively

inv lved teaching reading skills to the children in the program.

Five teacher-artists were responsible each fot one of the art

workshoPs -(puppetry, film making. sculpture, painting print-

making and .audio-visual activities and recordings). The teacher-

artists were responsible for planning and setting up the activities

as well.as record-keeping-and the recording of each child s

activities. These teacher-artists were hired on a part-time basis.

EL22_ram Activities: There_ were three, 12- eek sessions in

the Children's Art Carnival, where eath class participated on a

12-week basis. The students met twice- a-Week at the Carnival

Center where a small- reading laboratory existed. These students

met with the- reading improvement- teacher three-.times-a week in

-their respective Public Schools-. At these in--schoO1 reading
.

laboratories, the -children worked in small-groups on reading-

communication skills in activitia- and study sess,ions that were

predicated-on the-art experiences at the Children's-Art Carnival.

Numerous_playSpoems-story.-books, radio- pr grams, etc. were



developed at the in-school center by the reading improvement teacher,

in cooperation with the classroom teacher. The Carnival Program

-supplemented the regular school program by .offering-individualized

one-toone instruction which provided a choice- of ways to learn

reading.

Pro am Facilities: The Dr gram at the Children s Art Carniva_.

itself was housed in a renovated brownstone near City College. In

the building were story telling centers, several art workshops,

film making facilities, dark rooms, viewing rooms for films and

plays-:and a backyard where many activities -such as puppet shows,

Videotapes, and film making, were carried on. OffiCes and staff

meeting rooms were-on the second floor. A reading center and activity...,

area were on the lower floor; Conference rooms, which were brightlY

painted-, were there also.

At the public school where the reading i provement teacher

. held iorth three times each week, a'room was provided which was

often shared with another activity, such as band Or French-lessons.

These other activities were Carried on before and after school.

Some of the children's work was displayed here- and a mini-library-

wa- set up hous. Carnival materials and books.

-II. EVALUATIVE PROCEDURES.

The basic.object of the project was- to.develop basic reading

skills, creative thinking, and linguistics competence.in retarded

-readers. The evaluation attempted to measure only the extent

to .which . children . improved in reading skills and -linguistics

compttencies as a result-of attending the CarniVal. -To-accOmpli:h



this last objective, students were administered the McGraw -Hill

Prescriptive Readin Inventory, a criterion referenced test

which describes the degree to which children are impro ing on

specific reading skills. In addition, all children were given

the Metropolitan Achievement Test and the New York-City Reading .-

Test, which rendered a standardized-score. The PrescriPtive

Reading Inventory was given in addition to the regular reading

tests inasmuch as the program did not last a full year, but only

12 weeks.

In addition to the tests used, a Questionnaire was developed

less formal evaluation. The questionnaire provides for.an

extensive survey for the evaluation director, as-well as interview

forms for the project directors, the teachers, the aides and the

students in the program. Final informal evaluation was done by

means of an evaluation form which was administered to all participants

in the.program -= the director, the teachers,and the students

themselves.

Finally, a great deal of on-project evaluation was done by

the teachers, who used 14)gs_and videotapes to analyze their own

and student performance. Once a week,-the staff-of the program,

including a staff-ofpsychologists from City College_ gathered

in.order to improve instruction and to discuss individual student

de elopment and problems. -This self-evaluatiOn was one 6' the

most valUable.parts of the program, in that the group was constantly

providing feed-back for its own improvement and that-of the students._

The psychological.team was led by a-renowned-Swiss educator,

lbert Voyat, who- has.worked with Dr. Jean Piaget;- theit



efforts aided the teachers to understand and antici- ate student

-behaviors and problems.

FINDINGS

The Creative Reading Program of the Children's Art Carnival

functioned-very much as it was describe& in the proposal. The

children appeared delighted to be in a less institutional setting.

They enjoyed participation in a program that was distinct from

the-activities of the school including an art laboratory and a

.reading cen.er for instruction and for conferences. Ninety per

cent of the 180 participants received all of the tests; attendance

was high; the- teachersboth at the public school and at the art

center, were enthusiastic. Principa s wrote letters wholeheartedly

endorsing the program. The director was-careful to follow all

the guidelines. Job descriptions were carefully adhered to,

with each participant on the staff carrying out assigned-responsi-

bilities.

The creative efforts_of the children were d splayed in -the

public school rooms and hall- and in the Reading Center at each

school-. Near-the Children's .Art Carnival street decorations

were made for the various holidays The .children produced many:-

booklets of stories and poemS. They kept notebooks and logs of

-their work. Theywrote a story about each of their creative

efforts The teachers in the program developed vocabulary and-

narratives about each project that was dene w&th, the children.-

Test Results: The results of -this program were evidenced

-in t e test-results of the Prestriptive Reading- Inventory (McGraw-



The Prescriptive. Reading Inventory (PRI), Level A, was

. administered_to the second-grade:children, and Level B was

administered to the third through fifth grade children (age ten)

at the beginning of the program. The post-test was administered.

12 weeks later at the end -of the program. Pre-test and post-test

raw scores were analy.,ed for significant differences by correlated

t-tests.. The results were highly significant. (See Table. 1)

Except for the third grade, which had a very small number in the-

sample all of the grades showed significant improvement at the

.01 level of significance. Statistical analysis indicated-that

during the-duration of their participation in the Creative Reading

Program- at the Children's Art Carnival, the children improved

significantly in reading and linguistic skills.

TABLE 1

Analysis of the Prescriptive Reading Inventory

Grade & Test- N Pre-T
Mean

SD Post-T
Mean

SD

Grade 2
.PRI (A) 27 62.00 25.80 88.03 18.45 8.33**

Grade 3
35.31 7.35 34.85 8.94 0.35

Grade 4
95 49.89 17.82 58.95 18 99 9.98**-.-PRf (B)

Grade 5
.PRI (B) 21 49.43 16.50 61.76 12.12 S.

Sign ficant at the .01 level.



Of the 180 children in the program, only 156 were tested.

Reasons fcr lack of testing were: four children were being--tested-

for CRMD; five children were absent due to illness; three

children were absent for truancy; eight children transferred

to other schools (if a child was transferred in t e beginning

of the 12 weeks, a new child entered the program which accounts

for the extra children ); four children were unable to complete

the test; three children w re unable to speak English; one child

had a nervous breakdown due to home problems one ,child was

discharged from the- progra- and two children became so emotionally

upSet dUring the,test that they were unable to take

As the program progressed through the year and each- neW

class of students arrived, the teacherS seemed to organize their

lessons, the activities, the reading assignments .and -the culminating

effort with more thoroughness and more insight into the children's

.learning. This experience was- aided by the psychological team

affiliated with City University. By the end of the year, -the

students' work was more sophisticated-due to the greater experience
.

of the teachers. Finally, the Children s Art. Carnival developed

a brothure which was sent te the participating schools.

The reaction of each partie patinvgroup ofthe_. staff and-.

the evaluators in the program Varied.- Following a--discuSsion

of-the various points-of- view regarding- the program;: -theSe View§

Were gleaned-from observation:by the evaluate'', by interviews,

by ctuestionnaires and by evaluation check-lists.

Dire-et-or Reaction-: The directors included not only_ the. T4ard

of..EduCation Teacher-.Director,-. but the Art CarniVal- Director -and



the Psychological Team Director. All of these persons regarded
_

the program .highly; they-felt that often dramatic personal and

psychological change occurred -hile the children were in the

program. Som- children developed from non-speaking to more

participatina behaviors; they saw the children as actively

participating in the .creative
. process and developing personal,

creative swlf-awareness. Indeed,at- the beginning of the program,-

there -as less concern with the reading aspect of the program

than'with the affectiVe behaviors And attitudes that were

emerging in so e of the children. This reaction to watching the

children prosper was fostered in the weeklv staff meetings, which

often-lasted three hours. There was high .staff interaction and

high staff morale throughout the program. Much of this enthuSiasm

was carried into the schools by the participating teacher-and

the in.-school reading improve ent teaCher often referred

to-as the "story-maker" who listened to and wrote many of the

childrens_s_activities and-ideas-with regard to Carnival Activity.

-The respectiVe_directors recommended that there be more
.

attention given to the purpoSeful working toward culminating

activities and that there be more culminating participation of

the students- in the final days Of Carnival participation.

Directors.. would like to .haye more parent participation,. and

.increased visual presentation.of the -childrenss work.- It was

noted that the program -would be more beneficial if it were..

extended to a fulIsemesterss work. The time allotments do not

fall in programatically with other_school- activities'. Staggered

attendance would allow the full complement -f student be -

t



served. Fifth --:aders- (e even years of age) should be included

in the program.

Teacher Reaction: The teachers we e much i- favor of con-
_

tinuing the program. They particularly liked the video.-:apina

aspect of the program, and they would like- to have _more-- replay

of the video-taped sessions for_children's viewing. The teacher_

evaluations included not only-those of- the regular classroom

teacher, but the Carnival artist-teachers and. _the reading_improvement

teachers as --ell-. The teachers agreed that it was beneficial ...to

the children to be away from the school set-_ing, participating-

in an activity pro-ram which was located in a brownstone with .a

large hackYard, quite unlike the usual learning-environment of

the school..

The teachers -recommended that some kind of simplified

criterion test be used for the children -- one that would have

fewer items, such as the Pope Inventory or_the Stanford .Diagnostic.

The.-length of the test caused irritation and frustration to the

administrator of the te t and to the students. -Finally, during

the last two sessions, the classroom teacher gave the pre- and

post-tests, so that the Carnival staff would not be identified

with- the-- test-giVing activities-and th -"turn off- the Children-.

to-_the program.

adent Reaction: Student reaction to the program was

highly enthusiastic. They all particiPated in ali of the various

workshops and simply wanted more of the same They wanted more

time to work with puppets _more film making so that they could

make "Karate -o- es", or more time to work with the clay.

12



mentioned that they enjoyed the personal sessions in the

--laboratory-at the-Art-Carnival.- On the negative .iide;-they

wanted more -order in the halls and -tairways-,_ more Clothing.

_hOOkS,._more.. art facilities and materials for je -el aking
.

5essions as well,

-Evaluator Reaction: The. exuberance-of-a 1 the-persons

in the program was riatable. -Students-and sta f alike.maint ined.

:-high_morale and-high -dedication to one- another and to the-program.

The children- were selected from. poverty_areas-.- :.The-Carnival

An7esence seemed t- have a-benevolent-effect- inits-immediate

_locality, -Street- art wad:community- participation CauSed a

camaraderie- among -the-inhabitants of Hamilten.Terrace that-was-

-not:Observed:elsewhere- in the 145th. Street area.. ft seethed to

the eValuator-that stronger.:_ties could-be -developed with-the Schoel

in- termS of--providing..-teachers-i, principals .parents and children

the advantages of the program and with the part

that they shoUld Playi,in the program.. --P.arents should be encouraged

-*to visit the Carnival Center. Children ehduld do More presentations7

at the school itself as well as at the center. A stronger support

system-:for the reading improVement teachers: should be maintained

the schools. This could be achieved through an ef ort at

-greater educational information regarding the program and kin s

,of liai onS that could be werked out with ihe Carnival At

times, the regular teachers did not release the children pro ptly

.to,participate in the in7school program and the Art Carnival
-

_activity. -The- commute was too long in some cases .and_took up

ight be,re7thought.



The student ratio-seemedto-beihelpful'to-the-thildren-

IV. SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS,

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

From nearly every kind of reaction the Creative Reading

Program at the Children's Art Carnival is an astounding success.

Evaluations of directors, teaChirS,- collabolating personnel_iri.
. ,

-.the schools, And students-in the prograM were nearly undnimOus-

-in their enthusiastic-endorsement of the program-.- Statistical

analYsis was no le5s-supportive. n providing'information regarding

the- sucCesS of he program. The results wer significant at- the'

highest level, with the exception of'a very Smallgroup

'participating third graders. -.The children .evidencedag

deal of personal and attitudinal affective development,

. to.the Psychological _Center personnel. They_ progressed

of thirteen

according

in reading

andJinguistic achieveMeht as- measured On-the Prescriptive Reddinv.

Inventory. as hell I .is . the recommendation-that-the program

be-_refunded and.retained, as Well as expanded.

Recomtendations: The folloWing recommendations- are suggested

-for recycling -the.program for the 1.975-76 SChool Year:-

Good rapport a-d h gh morale Of the staff are i

to-.the-SuppOrt- staff ofthe Psychological

,cemponent_should be written into the_ program andupported

...by it.-



the:children should notUbe _brought from long distances to

the Carnival. Commutes of:over-20:minutes to a half-hour,

should not be made:. Instead, Carnival Centers should-be-

opened- in-- other- boroughs so that- cultural.centers and
.

activities wOUld be hearby.

More liaison work with- the-schools_ should be. done. This-_

wa-s suggested iniast Year's- evaluation,_but_ even more effort

in public relations .uld-b_ helpful. Public schools personnel

do not fully understand:the program-nor the role that they

play in-.it. More brochures and more-activities originating

in .the Carnival-should-.be seenuand.heard _in..-the.schoolu The_

Carnival should. provide -some of its shows" for viewing for

the rest of the_ children in the publicschools. .A stronger

support syste- in the schools for the reading improVetent

-teacher would-probably result- from-such an effort.

.Culminating activities should receive more attention -and

in conneCtion-wiJI ReCommendation 3, should-be seen. out7of-

Carnival.

The Prescriptive Reading Invent° y -1u helpful in that it

directs teacher. instruction, .but it is a :long cumbersome,

-test (27page -and-is difficult for the Children and their

teachers to-endure-.--- Perhaps-some other diagnostic instrument
_

such as

ventory or the Stanford-Diagnostic Test coul

whiCh- defines the reading task in-ter s of skills,

the Pope

be-used.

-.More- parent-participation Should be encouraged. -Parents

could easily-accompany children on _he trip to the Carniva



Longer teaching sessions with one less public schoo_

tutoring session per week would fit semester schedules

the teaching year and give greater psYchologieal benefit

to the children in terms-ofstaff relations and continuity.

The testing program should end in early er 'd- une. It

ls nearly impossible to meet Board of Education deadl

when children are st 11 in the program on the last day

school.

Supplies should be more abundant and a greate

materials should be used.

(10) Fifth graders, 11 years of age, should be included in the

program. It seems that older students especially benefit

from the program.



CREATIVE READING PROGRAM AT TH.E,CHILDREN'S ART CA'RIVAL

Fulicti6n -11 B/E. 09-59535

ment data not:applicable to tables 30Ae Table 30C. for nom refe

30C1 Standardized Test Results

and 30B.

In the table below, enter the requested information about the tests used to evaluate the ef ectiveness'ef

major project components/activitiesIn achieving desired objectives. Before completing this form,..read all

Inotnotei. Attach additional sheets if. neeessary.

Component

Code.

ct.ivit- Test Form

Code Usedi./ Pre Post

Total Group

ID2/ le Score Date Mean S DL,:e Mean

Dec.
2 3 2 _27 6.. 74-

3 7

6 0 8 1 4 7

P I
2

A

Number.

Tested Pretest Pusttest

18 Gr. 3 13 6

6 0 8 I 4 7

6 0 8 I 4 7

PRI

2 0 ' (73) I B

PRI
20 7

111 Gr. 4 95 6

27 Cr. 5 21

Statistical

DN Data

Mar. Jun
75 35.3 7.4 7134 9 8 t 0.35 n.s.--

49.917.3
June
75_ 59.0 19.0 0 98 p

Sept 01/.
74 49.416.5 74 61.8 12..1 t 5.15

1/ Identify Test Used and _tear of Publication (MAT.58. eta.70- .ec,):

2/ Total.number of participants in.the activity

Identify the participants by:specific grade level (e.g., -grade 3

_grade 5). Where several grades are combined) enter the last tWo digits

-f the. component code.-:

A Total number of participants included in the p

culations.-

-1 l'= grade equivalent; 2 = percentiltrank.

score (publisher's); 5 = stanine; 6.=

6/ SA = Standard Deviation

Fourth --graft-rs participated in

nd post te

Z Score; 4 =,Standard

score; 7 = other.

11 t -e

I/ Tett sratistic,(a.g., t; , ).

A/ Obtained value

2/ Specify level of statistical sign f c -1

obtained p S05; p5.01).

ions throughOut the year from Sep mher, J974 to June,



0. Cri !e.c.reneed. 11-e't;61ts: In "the.. rebid bel.m4 oilor thr, ustud- inform tioa..about cri.tc.rion re

r6siiits.05cd eAet..lvoncs9 60.hourslir, -reading.

or 14lematit;s...,: Use
the-instruetional OjecCivo c6deOrciided, on. t'p. -4. pi .

jalv these .instruetionl Objeetpie..codes,Oich uEre- adrsad by thcLr;ir.ent nd pcov!despmtc data

iC t3st used and-ach.lvel.tes,ted....
she2-ts..if.CocAry.. Record .in.culumec..2, 3,,Ind 4 enty_.

Clcs prt:pcflrS whocom7leted 'Loth tt '

Pub isher

,4

LevI

v ds Io ot I or

.2104 Meciial.:Consonant. Merak Hill Green 60814.

2105 and,blends... .

fl It : 11_

2106 Single letters
gs kr, g g .gst.4Ba..ire ffeywg

wels; more

2107. than 1 letter

2110 Rhyming words

2303 1Homonyms

fl

11

.=

4ai.Linq
.q..

from

D.A. 2 Col; 2

from

.P4ss fat__ Fe illaa

p6 14 12

2 4 1 17 .

11
1 52 23

16 .1 4 25_. 15m.saa.,.WMM

26' 44 28 16

0
10 17 13 .4

1

2401 ;Reality&Fantasy!

6. 'aiRin Tde

2409. -..Sequence

-7,-kuncio.'s7Puripme

Iffahlt 711,7 .

r 21 13

g 0.121.g.gra

II

25 8 17

16 7 9

12

1ricctr2 oreviols:
J4 repoTt 054 (.121

121...wt,:a tau fo: the qrotur (146 " H4-J11" ('Iil 7):11: 3!1:asual

cc;:r: Fiz.,PtIcnp.16 (or!, ;'s. ?lac2 the !-Jta!: ,13.c. co:cmn Li the
_

s'i;sr,N?



Criterion Referenced .Test Re5ults1;... In' the' table b.01,w, e ter Cie- regoetted -Oforu..u.cion abae( Cri terion

iereneed.tes.(re'solt md to evaluate _the effectivns of short treatments.- (1e0 tkan.60-,.hours) in reading

ar mathcmAtics,-.. Use the instrectional objeCtive codes prOvided pnpp.24.0f the'instl'octi6.11-t!hlitiaLjruVid.e.

.-only.thosej.6strLictiona,objectivecodes which
were addeessed by .the .trpatualt,a,u14rovid.e separateAate: for

eAch te3t used andeachievel tested, Ilse 'additional sheets
.il. necessary,' Rec6id in columns 2-, 3.,,nd 4. only

1.,ks:o..partiapants who cmpleted both tescq

Actional Publisher

bjecve

'TEM 7
2102 Consonants&Binci'MaGraw Hill Red h608i 13 24- 18

A =

2134 Iaonsonants. II " ft
13 24 18

IMITO n s
2206 lPhrases

ii ft 16 21 13

Component.

Level . Code

1/

. . .
.11oettestH-

ot is No, .of ' No. of

Subgroup _Passing Fni1in from from--

Col. 2
.

Col.
.

(11 (2)- FailLta

2301 Antonyms
IT 19 18 18

2303 [17o-rnonyrns

2403 Cause & effect

2404 . Facts & Details) === .
14 23 17

6 31 1'T 1 14

6

0

10 27 14 13

2407 Picture Clues
14 23 16

2408 Drawing Conclusi.
It

nt rig-1
,a Z aaz

2412 ';''Charac'..-Analysip
II 1 I

_ _

I

21

7

9 28 14 14

c+

26 18 8

ii Zndcat P.he cczo,Incm c6,-.2e-.used inprttvioos
-o-ctions-ofthi-s, report-6-5-6d tu dvscribe..treatmea.t

-.:7Avt,d2.ata for 01-2 foileqg selnrately: N31,1-.1ttd '(cede as. N),- Delinquent--.(code.as.D),--Bil!T;onl'

. . . .

2)'Ind 1.!ndi6e4-'1.6,:le-.:Is
H.l'iace"th,-.t.,ndlatd i3Odelltter'

in the...lasoL= to silnify

sublron evaluetd. 22



TEC.3 OF EDUCATIZAL VTA LO3S FUJf

lattach to EU,. ittm 00 Function F11/131-59635

in this t;!blc cater all Dta Loss infomition, Petmeen fiR, item #30 and this 'form, all participants

:in each activity must be accounted for, The component ahd activity codes used in compleiicn of itet #30

.should be used here so that the to tables match, See definitions belew table-for forthr tnstructions.

Component

Code

ctivity

Code

Croup

I.D.

2)

Test

Used

Tota Number

Tested/

Analyzed

Participants

Not Tested/

Anal zed

1 7 0
PRI

(73

4 7 0 Sr.

2 27 1 8

6)

ns why students were not tested or if

tested, were not analyzed

Number/

Reason

Moved - Absen

wwvaigniumii

Tested for CRMD - 2

PRI

(73)
27

Absent -

Non-English speaking -.7

Moved - 4' Absent- 2

(1 ) Id ntify the participants by specific grade level (e.g., grade 3; grade Where everal grades are combined,

enter the'lest to digits of the component code,

,(2 identify the test used and year of publication OIAT-70, SDAT-74, etc.).

(3 ) Number of participants inthe activity,

(4 ) Number of participants included in the pre and posttest calculations found on ite30

5 Number and percent of participants not tested and/or not analyzed on '../1430.

6 Specify all reasons why students were not tested &nd/or analyzed, each reason specified* provide a separat

number count. If any further documentation is
available, please attach to this form. If further apace Is

needed to specify and explain data loss; attach additional pagen to this form.



Logistics:

Evaluati n of

School:

AddresS:

CAROLYN HEDLEY
Fordham University
School of Education

CRILDREN'S ART CARNIVAL EVALUATION

Component

Times to Observe:

Week Days to Observe:

Teacher in Charge:

As Evaluator:

icai Cons _derations

I went to the location indicated above on the date listed on my estimated
schedule. Before going to the school where I was observing, I phoned the
Coordinator. Upon arriving, I stopped by the school office to notify the
Director of my arrival and to receive directions for finding the Project.

%hen I reached the component I was to observe, I was friendly, but
business-!ike. I talked with students, teacher and aides, when it was pos-
sible in an informal way. I did not conduct these interviews in the classroom,
or without consent of the head of the department.

filled in student, teacher/slaff interviews when it was possible and
appropriate. SOme of these questions were filled In by me informally after
the visit or some were filled in by the participants in the program themselves.
When "furms" becaMe a threat, l\did not use them, but filled them in as soon
after the visit as possible. If teachers listed did not wish to be
observed, or the suriervisor of thejlarogram did not wish me to visit the
classes, I conformeewith their feelings.

Above all, I sought to1kep good rapport with the p
program.

sonnel in the

Carolyn N. Hedley
Evaluation Director



EVALUATION OF THE PROJECT

School:

Coordinator:

Teacher:

Grade levels of children in the class:

Auxiliail personnel in class, or helping

Nearby:

Number of children in classes:

Boys

Boys

Student-adult ratio

Etnnic-g oups in-class: Negro Spanish-speaking

Oriental Other

Girls

Girls

Number of personnel in prom- usually remains constant after ft;--t visit)

Supervisors

Teachers

Aides

Assistants

Secretaries

Other

1Ihat Is the teacher turn-over in the sc oar?

What Is the student turn-over In the -l?

Obso ver: Day of Week

Date: .Hours:



Evaluator:

0$SERVATION_ INrCLASS_

Community:

Sch

General impression of the neighborhood:

Housing:

E hnici y: Negro Spanish-speakIng

OrIental Other

Impression of persons who were visible in the neighborhood:

General impression of the school:

Reaction to the p- sonnet who aided you in finding your assignment:

Reaction to the congen ality toward learning with regard to physical
facilities, materials, etc.

31



Claqsroom:

General description of the program:

General rnpresslon of teacher sty

General Impression of the children s at tudes:

General impression of facilities and materials:

Kinds of groupino and types of study and instruction evident:

Innovative techniques and.innovative materials observed:
(List al: materials by naMe which you thought useful.)

Role of 'teacher aids -durino your vi t:

List all the ma eri Is and methods used in the program on a s parate page.

Diary of visit and casual observatiens: -(continued on back of page)



SUMMARY OF 14FOR'IATION FROM THE OBSERVATION: PROJECT EVALUATOR

To b used in the Narrat ve Report required by the State Education Department.

Are the objectives of the program being mat?

I/hat are the outstanding contributo : to the achievement of the objectives
of the proiect?

Describe why or how the features are contributing so effectively to the
achievement of the_ objectives.

4 If any of the objectives a e not being met, summa ize the probable causes.

5. What unexpected ou c_ es are being achieved by the project? How d d
they occur?

Summarize your recommendations to
next year's operation.

ove or
. redesign the project in the

What practical advice or suggestions will help in establishing a similar
project, especially with regard to administration and personnel?

Describe effective practices developed by the program wh ch are being
iNtegrated into the regUlar school pro-ram.-



MTERVIEW '$ 1t14 TEACHER/COORD MATOR

Name

What_do you .pel are the greatest strengths of this program?

2. How would you change it next year to elaborate on what you have already.
done?

What is the method that you use for gu ding teacher aids to .help..you
in the program?

What are the materials and techniques that you feel are most effective
in the prodram in terms of:

Listenind

b. Oral language

c. ritten lannuade

d. Comprehension of Concept in

*Reading

*Nathematics

*Science

*Social Science

*Other

Learning skills -- learning rate

f. Interest and enthusiasm for the program

.What materials, techniques deve oped-liy you and your staff have-proved
effective?

3 4



liTERVID! 1.11TH TEACHER/COORDINATOR (con .

fellowing questions are listed to-comply with the guidelines for the
ative report mandated by the State Education Department,

Has the population served by the program changed markedly since this
project first benan? (A) With regard to achievement level? (B) Dis-

ab.lity level? (C) Poverty level? (D) Emotional difficulties level?

(E) Ethnic differences? (P) 'Mich children are eligible for this
program? (G) How does selection occur?

-2. How does this program in e rate with the other subjects- _ugh n 'he

school?

How do other proarams benefit from the personnel and programs and
materials used in your project

HaYe:the objectives of the program changed since-its inception? (A ) What--

-.are these new objectives? (B) Aee they being measUred and met?
(C) -Why did you decide-to change some objectives?-



INTERVIEl_ ,TEACHER MOS:

I. What do yoU, Ince the best about this- pro ram?

2. Can you see the -0-1-3ters are doing better now th-t they are here?

3. =Next year, what would you like to do, if anything, to try out new ideas?

4. How do you know what to do or to teach every day?

5. What meter als work out best f

a. Helpino children to listen better?

b. Helping children speak more?

c. Helpino them to learn and to know words?

d. Help ng them to hear the s:unds in words?

Helping keep up their interest and enthus _ the program?

Have you tried out any _new ldeas of your own, with the permission of
the teacher, to help the children learn to read?



INTERVIEW WITH STUDENTS IN THE PROGRAM:-

This interview should be left unstructured, but one might ask
questions such as the following:. 'How.do you like the program
here? Do you have a good time?. .Are you learning quite a bit
about reading? How do you like all the things that you have
here, which help you to learn? Did you know your teacher before
YoU came to this class? Does she rive near.You? Do you think
that you will sign .up again:next year? Let's see what-you are
doing now.

Short anecdote of any interviews with ounasters:



FINAL EVALUATION FORM

To be filled out by all participants in the program if possible.
Please check list below as to the nature of your status--in the
program:

Director
Advisor
Consultant
Support Staff
Teacher
Teacher Assistant
Teacher Aide
Student

Other

If you.were going to be or are going to be in this program--
again, what things would you like to have kept in the
program?

II. If-you were going-to or are going to be in the p ogra
again, what things uld v u like- to see dropped or dele _ed
from the prograni

III. If you have any other ideas far this program would you put
them here. If you have favorable feelings about this program,
we would like to hear them too.

IV. Draw a picture of t2 thing you liked best in this program.


